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All Participants: 

(1 ) Christopher E Mahaney 
12) Charles Hieken . 
Date of Interview: 25 May 2004 



Status of Application: 

(3) _ . 

(4) _^_. 
Time: 



Type of Interview: 

13 Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 
Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes ^ No 

If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

112 rejection of claim 16 and 103 rejection of claim 57. 
Claims discussed: 

16 and 57 ^ - / . 

Prior.art documents discussed: > ...... 

none 

Part II. * 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED' 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ it is no t necessa^ 

%ff^t£££%£Sff' lca,ton - ■ n " examiner wi " provide a ^ - lh « s ~ 



(Examiner/SPE Signature) (U^ , 



(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-413B (04-03) 



Examiner Initiated Interview Summary 



Paper No. 57 



Continuation Sh t (PTOL-413B) 



Applicati n No. 10/028,063 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed- 

11 M o J SK? S' ed ^ n May 24, 2004 10 clarify the status of claims 1 6 and 57 - Tne examiner called Mr. Hieken on 
May 25 2004. The office action of May 6, 2004 indicated that claims 16 and 57 were allowed but later indicated that 
claim 16 was rejected under 35 USC 112 and that claim 57 was rejected under 35 USC 103. 

Claim 16 depends from allowable claim 13 and would be allowable if the rejection under 35 USC 112 were 
overcome. 

CLAIM 57 IS ALLOWED. Claim 57 recites the preshifted coating. It was inadvertently listed along with claim 58 
when the rejection for 58 was being typed. The applicant does not need to address the art rejection of claim 57 
because it is an allowed claim. Claim 58 still stands rejected under 35 USC 103 




